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ATTORNEY disciplinary proceeding. Attorney's |license

r evoked.

11 PER CURI AM This is a reciprocal discipline matter.
On March 5, 2008, the Ofice of Lawer Regulation (OLR) filed a
conplaint and notion pursuant to SCR 22.22 requesting that this
court revoke the license of Attorney Mchael F. Swensen as
reci procal discipline identical to that inposed by the M nnesota
Suprene Court. That court disbarred Attorney Swensen from the
practice of |aw on Novenber 15, 2007. The OLR s conpl ai nt notes
that Attorney Swensen failed to notify the OLR of the M nnesota
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disciplinary action within 20 days of the effective date of that
order in violation of SCR 22.22(1).! The OLR first |earned of
Attorney Swensen's M nnesota disbarnment on January 8, 2008, by
letter from Attorney Swensen.

12 On March 6, 2008, this court issued an order directing
Attorney Swensen to show cause in witing by March 20, 2008, why
the inposition of the identical discipline inposed by the
M nnesota Suprene Court would be unwarranted. Attorney Swensen
and the CLR have filed a stipulation that jointly requests this
court revoke Attorney Swensen's license to practice law in
W sconsi n. This court approves the stipulation and revokes
Attorney Swensen's Wsconsin |law |icense.

13 Attorney Swensen was admtted to practice law in
Wsconsin in 1994 and becane licensed to practice law in
M nnesota in 1991. Attorney Swensen's Wsconsin law license is
currently under suspension for failure to conply with nmandatory
continuing legal education requirenents and failure to pay State
Bar of W sconsin dues.

14 Attorney Swensen's M nnesota disbarnent resulted from

conduct which included the conversion of rental paynents and

1 SCR 22.22(1) states:

An attorney on whom public discipline for
m sconduct or a license suspension for nedical
i ncapacity has been inposed by another jurisdiction
shall pronptly notify the director of the matter.
Failure to furnish the notice within 20 days of the
effective date of the order or judgnment of the other
jurisdiction constitutes m sconduct.
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sale proceeds due to a client; inducing his client to transfer
the client's property interests to the attorney's spouse; naking
false statenments to the client and a third party;, falsely
drafting, notarizing, and signing docunents; and engaging in
business transactions wth a «client on wunreasonable and
undi scl osed terns wthout advising the client in witing to seek
i ndependent counsel and w thout obtaining the client's witten
consent to the transactions.

15 Under SCR 22.22(3),2 in reciprocal discipline cases,
this court shall inpose the identical discipline unless three
exceptions are shown. Attorney Swensen has stipulated that he
does not <claim any of the exceptions articulated in SCR
22.22(3). Attorney Swensen further stipulates that he admts to
the facts and m sconduct alleged by the OLR He verifies that

he fully understands the ramfications should the court inpose

2 SCR 22.22(3) states as foll ows:

The suprene court shall inpose the identical
di scipline or license suspension unless one or nore of
the following is present:

(a) The procedure in the other jurisdiction was
so lacking in notice or opportunity to be heard as to
constitute a deprivation of due process.

(b) There was such an infirmty of proof
establishing the m sconduct or nedical incapacity that
the suprene court <could not accept as final the
conclusion in respect to the msconduct or nedical
i ncapaci ty.

(c) The m sconduct justifies substantial ly
different discipline in this state.
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the stipulated level of discipline, and fully understands his
right to counsel along with his right to contest the matter. He
states his stipulation is knowingly and voluntarily made and did
not result from plea bargaining. Attorney Swensen and the OLR
jointly request this court revoke Attorney Swensen's Wsconsin
law |icense. This court approves the stipulation and inposes
the stipulated discipline of revocation of Attorney Swensen's
license to practice law in Wsconsin.?

16 IT IS ORDERED that the license of Mchael F. Swensen
to practice law in Wsconsin is revoked, effective the date of
this order.

M7 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Attorney Swensen shal
conply, if he has not already done so, with the requirenents of
SCR 22.26 pertaining to the duties of a person whose license to

practice law in Wsconsin has been revoked.

3 The OLR states that it does not seek costs due to Attorney
Swensen's cooperation in the litigation process. No costs are
i nposed.
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